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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final application is in response to the Amendment in 4/20/04. Applicant's 
arguments with respect to claims 1-21 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

1. Claims 1-21 are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: "one or more object" 
should be changed to "one or more objects". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention: 

a. In claim 1, "call duration value associated with the second process" is indefinite 
because it is not made explicitly clear in the claim language whether this call refers to an 
operating system call or a telephone call 

b. Claims 10-12 and 17 are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claim 1 above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McDonough et al. (hereinafter McDonough) (US 6,070,142) in view of Simor (US 
5,060,150). 

5. As to claim 1, McDonough teaches a resource manager operable to control allocation of a 
resource to competing computing processes including at least a first process and a second 
process (col. 9, lines 13-22), the resource manager being responsive to identification of a thread 
for the first process requesting allocation of the resource (col 10, lines 4-32), when the resource 
is already allocated to a thread for the second process, to establish a joining function to the thread 
for the second process and to provide an indication to the first process of an expected time before 
the resource will become available determined based on a call duration value associated with the 
second process (col 15, lines 30-33 and col 12, lines 60-67), and the resource manager being 
operable in response to termination of the thread for the second process to allocate the resource 
to the thread for the first process (col 5, lines 35-44). 

6. McDonough fails to explicitly teach that the resource manager is notified when the 
process is finished before it performs the termination. However, Simor teaches using monitors to 
notify resource managers when an allocating process terminates and that the resource be released 
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by the resource manager itself after being notified (col. 17, lines 55-68). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the 
feature of the resource manager being notified when the process is finished before it performs the 
termination because it provides a simple, efficient, and configurable way of passing control 
between functions and of synchronizing functions (col. 18, lines 1-3). 



7. As to claim 2, McDonough teaches wherein the resource manager comprises object 
oriented computer software operable in an object oriented environment (col. 5, lines 40-44 and 
col. 9, lines 57-58). 



8. As to claim 3, McDonough teaches wherein the first and second processes are software 
applications operable in the object oriented environment (col. 5, lines 40-44 and col. 9, lines 57- 
58). 



9. As to claim 4, McDonough in view of Simor fails to explicitly teach wherein the software 
applications comprise one or more bean objects registrable with the resource manager. 
However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing that one 
or more (JAVA) bean objects registrable with the resource manager is well known and expected 
in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the feature of one or more bean objects registrable with the resource 
manager to the existing system of McDonough and Simor in order for the developer to utilize the 
benefits of reusuable, embeddable modular software components. 
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10. As to claim 5, McDonough and Simor fail to explicitly teach wherein the resource 
manager comprises one or more objects of the Java language. However, "Official Notice" is 
taken that both the concept and advantages of providing that a resource manager comprises one 
or more objects of the Java language is well known and expected in the art. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a 
resource manager comprising one or more objects to the existing system and method of 
McDonough and Simor because it is a preferred language for object oriented programming. 

11. As to claim 6, McDonough teaches an object for acquiring a device (col. 3, lines 10-12). 

12. As to claim 7, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejections of claims 1 and 
5. 

13. As to claim 8, McDonough teaches the resource manager operable to control access by a 
plurality of telecommunications applications to a telephony device in a telecommunications 
apparatus (see Abstract). 

14. As to claim 9, McDonough teaches the resource manager comprising a dispatch 
mechanism for controlling dispatching of a call received by the telephony device to the 
telecommunications applications (see Abstract) . 
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15. As to claim 10, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. 

16. As to claim 1 1, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. 

17. As to claim 12, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. In 
addition, McDonough teaches at least one telephony resource for connection to a 
telecommunications network (see Abstract). 

18. As to claim 13, McDonough teaches wherein the telephony resource is an interface to the 
telecommunications network (col. 1, lines 63-66, col 9 y lines 23-26 and 56-67). 

19. As to claim 14, McDonough in view of Simor fails to explicitly teach wherein the 
telephony resource is a modem. However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and 
advantages of providing that a modem being used as a telephony resource is well known and 
expected in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the feature of a modem as a telephony resource to the existing 
system and method of McDonough and Simor in order to use the telephone line to provide 
communication between computers. 

20. As to claim 15, McDonough teaches wherein the computing processes comprise call 
processing applications (col. 15, lines 20-23), 
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21 . As to claim 16, McDonough teaches wherein the call processing applications comprise at 
least one application selected from a call answering application, a voicemail application, a 
facsimile application; and a data application (col. 3, lines 11-12). 

22. As to claim 17, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . 

23. As to claim 1 8, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 5. 

24. As to claim 19, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 8. 

25. As to claim 20, McDonough teaches wherein the telephony device provides an interface 
to a telecommunications network (col. 1, lines 63-66, col. 9 t lines 23-26 and 56-67). 

26. As to claim 21, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 14. 



Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

c. Hoffpauir (HI ,918) teaches employing a modem in order to communicate 
between two computers and that JAVA is a preferred programming language for object 
oriented programming. 
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d. LeBlanc et al. (US 6,694,506 Bl) teaches JAVA Beans and its advantages in 
object oriented programming. 

28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Tang whose telephone number is (703) 305-5334. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (703) 305-9678. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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